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Reagan, mcalhngforthegream
arms buiidup In US. history, has

plunged the pation into an urgent ' ..

and potamal)y fateful debate over
the relatve military strength of this
country anag its superpower adver- ;
sary, the Soviet Union.

“O* balance,” Reagan declared | ‘

- year, “the Soviets have -a!
oeﬁmte margin of superiority.” And !
last week, he denounced criticism of |
his current defense budget as “the |
same kind of talk that led the-
democracies to neglect their de-
femees in the 1830s apd invited the
tragedy of Worid War IL”

Is it true, however, that the
Soviet Union has gained mili
supeniority over the United States?
Does Moscow commancd a superior
arsenal of strategic weapons, from

continent-spanning ICBMs to nu-
clear-armed submarines and bomb-
ers? What about intermediate-
range nvclezr wezpons, such as the
Soviet SS-20s that can easily reach
West European targets from the
Sowethomelnnd"

atomc age? Given the undisputed
manmmmnﬂlmrypow-
er, -would it . matter .if -the Soviets |
‘were stronger? Is Reagan's call for
haghteneddetensespmdmgma
_cali for more “overidll?”™
“What in .the name .of 'God s

once demanded ‘in .2 moment of
ahausted trustration. “What is the °
significance of it—palitically, mili-
| tarily, operatiopally,.at these levels
of numbers? Whnmymdomth

security and survival, and ‘they

——- | nationwide campaign for a nuclear freeze. - -

th.h the Kremlin. .
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th virtually all Americans. - e s
PI'ESldent Stll'S anthexmnlmmmmser um mmwaﬁmam
than the United States and its allies ‘buildup has: .* - -
Broad Debate on D tanks, troops ariery and other mwmemdw
. entional fareign ipcluding -arms control
bas, ha.t then’ What difference | proposals country’ BEuropean ]
Arms Supenonty K make in’ the mmgm:n?&mg&&?ss dealings -

—Intensified fears that incressingty intricate nuclear
weapons systems are themseives a greater threat to |
pmmdhmnmwmnxhe&wfmthey
were built to et -

Gcnearethedays
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Bugene V. Rostow, former director of the Arms
Contral - end Disarmament. Agency, said President
- Dwight D. Eisenhower’s .“nuciear hint”—implicitly
threatening 10 use nuclear weapons—tarced an end to

mmumwbmkmmm'memm'

" rmissile crisis

.defense.

Today, bymnmtlngeaegmmaftbe&mun
and American populations take no comfort from plans
for “restoring” the nuclear balance by adding to and
improving the U.S. arsenal. Instead of feeling reassured,
astbeyoncedzd..thatgrutersu'engthmakeswarlen
likely, many peopie npow say marevupans make them |
feel more vulnerable. )

FeelimCun‘thew ‘e

This psychological element hes vastly wmphuted'
the problems of developing national security policies,
even though many speciatists believe that it clouds the
basic izsves,

.As Barolé Brown, former President Jimmy Carter's
. defense secretary, m&za:emternew “Reassurance is
notmm-exmpomm terrence and not of equal |
importance, either, Reassurance
band in diplomacy, andnoAmencmadnnnm:mmm
mtymmwmnhdam
snnneedwhoknlhemmmryhhneemmn.q

feel %

' ¥et policy-makerscannot ignore the way people
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